F037483

F040521

F038940

IN THE

Court of Appeal of the State of California

IN AND FOR THE

Fifth Appellate District

COURTROOM PROCEEDINGS

The court met in its courtroom at 10:00 A.M. Present: Honorable
Timothy S. Buckley, Acting Presiding Justice; Honorable Rebecca A.
Wiseman, Associate Justice; Honorable Dennis A. Cornell, Associate
Justice; and Eve Sproule, Court Administrator/Clerk, by Anthony
Lauria, Senior Deputy Clerk.

Dumag v. Jones
Cause called. Present Restituto Dumag, appellant in propria
persona, and Albert J. Berryman, Esg., counsel for respondent.

The court accepts from appellant Dumag a typewritten statement
as hisoral argument. Members of the panel and attorney Berryman
provided a copy for review.

Cause ordered submitted.
Court recessed until Monday, July 22, 2002 at 10:00 A.M.

Shemiah U. v. The Superior Court of Stanislaus County; Stanislaus County

Community Services Agency
IT ISHEREBY ORDERED that the petition for extraordinary writ
isdismissed. Thisopinion isfinal forthwith as to this court.

By the Court.
[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]

People v. Solis

Counsdl having failed to request oral argument in the above-
entitled case, oral argument is deemed waived in accordance with the
provisions of a notice heretofore mailed to counsel and the cause is
submitted.

Friday, July 19, 2002
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F038940

F040009

F040500

F036740

F037668

IN THE

Court of Appeal of the State of California

IN AND FOR THE

Fifth Appellate District

People v. Solis
The appeal is dismissed.

By the Court.
[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]

People v. Collier, 111

No brief having been filed by appellant after notice duly given
under rule 37(b) of the California Rules of Court, IT ISHEREBY
ORDERED that the appeal in the above-entitled action is dismissed.

Degarmo v. Regales

Appellant having failed to perform the acts necessary to procure
the record after the clerk of thetrial court issued notice pursuant to the
provisions of rule 8(a)(1), California Rules of Court, IT ISHEREBY
ORDERED that the appeal in the above-entitled action is dismissed.

People v. Bliss
The judgment is affirmed. Dibiaso, P.J.
We concur: Vartabedian, J.; Harris, J.
[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]

People v. Walton
Appellant’ s petition for rehearing filed herein is denied.
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F036955

F039114

F038958

F038958

F038358

IN THE

Court of Appeal of the State of California

IN AND FOR THE

Fifth Appellate District

People v. Ibarra

Appellant’s convictions in counts 2-15 and counts 40-44 are each
reversed. The convictions asto al other counts are affirmed. The
sentence imposed isreversed. The matter is remanded to the trial
court for resentencing. Harris, J.

We concur: Vartabedian, Acting P.J.; Levy, J.
[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]

People v. Kromberg
The judgment is affirmed with modifications.

By the Court.
[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]

People v. Feltis

Counsdl having failed to request oral argument in the above-
entitled case, oral argument is deemed waived in accordance with the
provisions of a notice heretofore mailed to counsel and the cause is
submitted.

People v. Feltis
The judgment is affirmed.

By the Court.
[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]

People v. Gonzalez

Counsdl having failed to request oral argument in the above-
entitled case, oral argument is deemed waived in accordance with the
provisions of a notice heretofore mailed to counsel and the cause is
submitted.

Friday, July 19, 2002

Page 3 of 3



F038358

F038548

F038548
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IN THE

Court of Appeal of the State of California

IN AND FOR THE

Fifth Appellate District

People v. Gonzalez
The judgment is affirmed.

By the Court.
[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]

People v. Washington

Counsdl having failed to request oral argument in the above-
entitled case, oral argument is deemed waived in accordance with the
provisions of a notice heretofore mailed to counsel and the cause is
submitted.

People v. Washington
The judgment is affirmed.

By the Court.
[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]

Flores v. The Fresno County Superior Court, Decker Ford, Inc.

Let awrit of mandate issue directing the trial court to vacate only
those portions of the orders filed on 6/12/01 and 8/27/01, denying or
prohibiting access to customers' identities which are inconsistent with
the views in this opinion, to reconsider said portions and to enter new
orders granting petitioner appropriate access to lists of customers who
purchased rental vehicles limited by protective orders in accordance
with this opinion.

Costs are awarded to petitioner.
By the Court.
[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]

In re Mario C., a Minor
The case is submitted for decision.

Friday, July 19, 2002
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IN THE

Court of Appeal of the State of California

IN AND FOR THE

Fifth Appellate District

In re Mario C., a Minor
The juvenile court orders herein are affirmed.

By the Court.
[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]

People v. Tripling, Jr.

Counsdl having failed to request oral argument in the above-
entitled case, oral argument is deemed waived in accordance with the
provisions of a notice heretofore mailed to counsel and the cause is
submitted.

People v. Tripling, Jr.
The judgment is affirmed.

By the Court.
[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]

In re Cesar G., a Minor

Counsdl having failed to request oral argument in the above-
entitled case, oral argument is deemed waived in accordance with the
provisions of a notice heretofore mailed to counsel and the cause is
submitted.

Friday, July 19, 2002
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IN THE

Court of Appeal of the State of California

IN AND FOR THE

Fifth Appellate District

In re Cesar G., a Minor

The case is remanded to the juvenile court for the limited purpose
of declaring the offenses either felonies or misdemeanorsin
compliance with Welfare and Institutions Code section 702. In all
other respects, the judgment is affirmed.

By the Court.
[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]

People v. Ibarra

Appellant’s convictions in counts 2-15 and counts 40-44 are each
reversed. The convictions asto al other counts are affirmed. The
sentence imposed isreversed. The matter is remanded to the trial
court for resentencing. Harris, J.

We concur: Vartabedian, Acting P.J.; Levy, J.
[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]

People v. Hunt

Counsdl having failed to request oral argument in the above-
entitled case, oral argument is deemed waived in accordance with the
provisions of a notice heretofore mailed to counsel and the cause is
submitted.

Friday, July 19, 2002
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